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be entitled to damages for the various personal indignities
to which she had been exposed.

In the second place Impey points out that, whatever
might be its value in point of law, the justification was
not proved in point of fact. There was no evidence given
either as to the institution of the Court, as to its con-
stitution, or as to its rules of practice being such as was
alleged by the defendants.

As to this, it is to be observed that the plaintiffs appear
to have insisted on the application of the strict rules of
evidence to the proof of matters (e.g. the original institu-
tion of the Patna Council, and some other matters), which
the defendants expected would be conceded to them. It
also appears that for some reason or other the defendants
would not produce the proper legal evidence on some of
these points, although they had the papers in Court.
It would, however, take too long to go fully into these
topics.

In the third place, Impey pointed out that there was
no proof whatever that the Patna Council had given any
previous sanction to the course taken by the Cazi and
Muftis. The proof was that when ordered to make the
inventory and secure the goods those officers proceeded
(after a fashion) to try the cause. It might have been
added that there were some vague expressions in the
perwanah which might bear a wider interpretation.

In the fourth place it was pointed out that, whereas
the report which the Cazi and Muftis made, and which
was the ground of the order under which the property
was said to have been distributed, awarded one-
fourth part of the property to the plaintiff, it had
never been returned or tendered to her. The plain-
tiff, therefore, was at all events entitled to recover